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Post-Aristotelian philosophy presents the spectacle of
two opposite dogmatisms dividing the field of thought;
'1&Qugh each of them really has its raison d'ltre in
the other, and would lose all its meaning if it were
successful in destroying its opponent. Lastly, when
it dawns upon the mind that the choice between
two such alternatives is arbitrary, and that equal
reasons can be given both for and against both,
nothing seems to be left for the philosopher but
a scepticism, which acknowledges the equipoise and
refuses to adopt either alternative. Thus we have
the.Stoics on the one side, and the Epicureans on
*the other, engaged in an endless polemic against
each other, and the Sceptics coming to draw the
conclusion that truth is unattainable, though in doing
so they only add another dogmatism to those which
they oppose.

Prom every formal point of view these philosophers
show a great falling off from Plato and Aristotle.
The crude, theories of Epicurus and Zeno as to the
criterion of truth, and as to the ultimate nature of
reality, are in a distinctly lower key of speculation
than the Platonic and Aristotelian metaphysic and
dialectic. Still lower from a scientific, if not from a
literary point of view, are the epigrammatic moralisings
of Seneca, the aphoristic meditations of Marcus
Aurelius, and the practical sermons of Epictetus, in
all of which the theoretic basis of ethics is rather